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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 
The Examiner acknowledges the Applicants' amendments to claims 1-5, and the 
Applicants' cancellation of claims 6 and 7. Regarding the pending claims, the Applicants argue 
that Chasen et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,760,721) and Microsoft Office 97, cited in the previous 
Office Action, fail to teach selecting a descendant member, editing a decision attribute of the 
selected descendant member and automatically applying the edited decision attribute to direct 
descendants of the selected descendant member, as is now claimed. In response, the Examiner 
presents the U.S. Patent of Carter, III (U.S. Patent No. 5,878,400), which as shown below, 
teaches such steps. The Applicants' arguments have thus been considered, but are moot in view 
of the following new grounds of rejection, which are required in response to the Applicants' 
amendments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventors, at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The 
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Specification of the present Application describes selecting a descendant member, editing a 
decision attribute of the selected descendant member and automatically applying the edited 
decision attribute to direct descendants of the selected descendant member (see e.g. page 3, lines 
3-15). The Specification further suggests that such a decision attribute can be a markup 
percentage (see e.g. page 6, line 15 - colimin 7, line 4). While it is apparent that this markup 
percentage is an example of a decision attribute, and that the decision attribute is thus arbitrary, 
the specification does not explicitly disclose or suggest that such a decision attribute is a source 
of goods or services, a supplier's name, or a shipping carrier code, as is recited in claim 5. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
. sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1 and 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 5,878,400, which is attributed to Carter, III (hereinafter referred to as "Carter"). In general. 
Carter describes a method for storing, maintaining, and determining pricing information for a 
plurality of products, which are available to a plurality of purchasing organizations (see e.g. 
column 3, line 5 - column 4, line 1 1). Carter discloses that this method entails organizing the 
available products within a "product group hierarchy" and the purchasing organizations within a 
separate purchasing organization hierarchy (see e.g. column 3, lines 21-46; column 6, lines 1-53; 
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column 7, line 49 - column 8, line 34, and FIGS. 4A and 4B). Carter further suggests that these 
two hierarchies are maintained by a database (see e.g. column 10, lines 54-67; and column 11, 
lines 45-67). Such a database used to store information regarding the product group hierarchy 
and the purchasing organization hierarchy described by Carter is considered a hierarchical 
database like that of the claimed invention. 

Accordingly, as per claim 1, Carter teaches creating a hierarchical database, wherein data 
(e.g. purchasing organizations, products, pricing information) stored in the database is 
represented by members organized in a hierarchical manner, the members including a parent 
member (e.g. "All Products,'' "World") at the top of the database, the parent member having one 
or more descendent members like claimed (see e.g. column 7, Une 49 - column 6, line 2; FIGS. 
4A and 4B, and column 11, lines 45-67). Carter further discloses that the hierarchies maintained 
by the database are displayed to the user in order to add or update purchasing organizations, 
products, and pricing information (see e.g. FIG. 6; column 13, lines 16-67; FIG. 9; and column 
16, lines 27-52), wherein pricing information associated with members of the hierarchies is 
propagated down the hierarchies to descendents of the members (see e.g. column 8, lines 15-34; 
and column 12, lines 15-39). For example, regarding the claimed invention, Carter teaches 
displaying the parent member (e.g. "All Products" in window 1310 in FIG. 13) and one or more 
decision attributes associated with the parent member (e.g. "Pricing Type," "Amount" in FIG. 
13), wherein descendant members of the parent member are assigned the decision attributes of 
the parent member (see e.g. colunm 17, line 65 - column 18, line 29); displaying the descendent 
members (e.g. "Hardware," "Software," "Support" etc. in window 1310 in FIG. 13) of the 
parent member (see FIG. 13); selecting one or more of the descendent members (e.g. "Support") 
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and editing a decision attribute (e.g. "Amount") of the selected descendent member; wherein the 
edited decision attribute is automatically applied to all direct descendents of the selected 
descendent member (see e.g. column 18, lines 26-49); and displaying a summary view (e.g. 
window 1410 in FIG. 14) showing an entire hierarchy, which includes the parent member and 
the selected descendent members having an edited decision attribute, as is claimed. Accordingly, 
Carter teaches a method like that of claim 1, which is for applying and editing attributes of data 
stored in a hierarchical database. 

As per claims 3 and 4, Carter discloses that a user can select one or more members and 
edit a decision attribute, for example a tax amount, for products or services represented by the 
selected members (see e.g. colunm 17, line 65 - column 18, line 49). Carter further discloses 
that such a decision attribute could be a percent discount (see e.g. column 9, line 40 - column 10, 
line 21). Accordingly, Carter teaches that the decision attribute can be a pricing factor of a 
product or service represented by the database, wherein the pricing factor is a percent discount, a 
percent markup (e.g. a tax amount), or percent margin, like recited in claims 3 and 4. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 2 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the U.S. 
Patent of Carter, which is described above. 

Concerning claim 2, Carter teaches a method like that of claim 1, in which a hierarchy 
(e.g. a "product group hierarchy") - that includes a parent member (e.g. "All Products") and its 
hierarchical descendent members - is displayed in a window, and wherein the user can select one 
or more descendent members and edit a decision attribute of the selected descendent members, 
as is described above. 

Carter, however, does not explicitly teach hiding all direct descendent members of the 
descendent members not selected for editing a decision attribute, as is recited in claim 2. 
Nevertheless, it is noted that the window displaying the hierarchy, which comprises the direct 
descendents of members not selected for editing a decision attribute, includes a title bar 
comprising various window manipulation functions (see e.g. FIG. 14). As known in the art, such 
window manipulation functions include a function for minimizing or hiding the window and its 
contents. The Examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE of this teaching. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Carter before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the window that 
displays the hierarchies to include within its title bar a window manipulation function for hiding 
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the window, like known in the art. It would have been advantageous to one of ordinary skill to 
utilize this window manipulation function because such a function provides the user more 
control over the window display, and for example, allows the user to view information covered 
by the window, as is known in the art. The window of Carter, having such a function within its 
title bar, thus allows the user to hide the window, and more specifically, allows the user to hide 
the hierarchies displayed in the window, which include descendents of members not selected for 
editing a decision attribute, like claimed. 

As per claim 5, Carter discloses that a user can select one or more members within a 
hierarchy (i.e. a "product group hierarchy") and edit a decision attribute associated with products 
or services represented by the selected members, as is described above. Carter,- however, does 
not explicitly disclose that such a decision attribute is a source of goods or services, a supplier's 
name, or a shipping carrier code, as is recited in claim 5. 

However, these differences are only found in nonfimctional descriptive material, and are 
not functionally involved in the recited method steps. The editing and automatic application of 
the decision attributes would be performed the same regardless of whether they indicate a source 
of goods or services, a supplier's name, or a shipping carrier code. Thus, this descriptive 
material will not distinguish the claimed invention from Carter in terms of patentability, see In re 
Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 
32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to associate any type of data (i.e. decision attributes) with the products or 
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services represented in the product group hierarchy of Carter because such data does not 
functionally relate to the steps in the method claimed and because the subjective interpretation of 
the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed invention. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time pohcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed v^ithin TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
v^ill expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
hov^ever, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Blaine Basom whose telephone number is (571) 272-4044. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, from 8:30 am to 5:30 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
AppUcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct,uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



btb 




